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Bryan

I understand you are the cheir for the Indfana Natural Resources Commisskam. You have a meeting on September 16th
with 2 vote some new fule additlons for huntlag In Indiana, One rule that draws significant attention Is to allow high
powered ifles.over a 243 caliber for hunting. It appears the DNR is signing off as supporting this measure, Their
seasoning strrounded how Indiana already allows smokeless muzeleloadars capable of shooting 500 yards. Whila this s
irue ahout the range, the amount of pecple able to financlally afford the gum and hunt with itis extremely smail, “Bad
bull inuzaleloaders makes this gua and the prices for this weapon are around 4,000 which prices 59.9% of hunters ouk of
the equation. High powered sifles can be pyrchased for around 3G0.00 which puts it in at for nearly every hunter out
there. The other Important thing to realize is what a safety hazard Is presented by aflowing semeons to ise @ weapon
capable of kiling animals over 1000 yards. These guns have rounds traveling upwards of 3500 feet par second and van
travel extreme distences(miles) after being shot. With the populatlon and fack of terrain features(flat around) high
powered ifles present an extrera ¢isk to our publics safety. Another concern is how allowing high calibrated riffes will
Increases poaching of animals across the state, Curranily most hunters can telt tha difference batween and shotgun,
uzzleloader and hlgh powered riftes by the sound. Wa know iFwe hear a high powered shot that something Isn't right
and we fiaed o Investigate or call authorltes, With HPR's being aliowed now it will be extremely simple for roac
hunters to flre rounds and we wouldn't ke thinking twice about it There are meny other extremely concerning factors
regarding the safety and well being of our public and certainly hope common sense preva ifs from this committea and
this new rule is voted down. 1 urge yau so share this with you othes commiitee members at the meating.

Thank you,

Patricicfordan

Wr Poynter,

| want to express my cpposiien and concermn with a proposed hunting rule change. The tule change
Invelves the use of high powered rifles above 243 catiber to be used to hunt whitetadl deer I Indiana. i
amn adamantly apposead to alfowing this rule change for the safety of the public and fellow hunters. This
rule cannot be Implementad. High powered rifles can camy killing power for miles. Qur tefraln is very flat
and this faw Jends iis self too many fatatities and or accidental shoctings. Our whitetall herd is on a steady
and dangerous decline and this will definitely have a negative Impact on our deer herd for future

. generstions to enjoy the sport of whitetall hunting in Indiana. | find it hard to helleve thisis even a

- constderation, Please pass my concesns fo the DNR and the indlana Natural Resources Commisslon.

Regards,

Cheles B, Jordan
Izaak Walton League of America
Tort Wayne Chapter President
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Sandra,

Hope this finds you well,
The Indiana Bowhunter Assoclation witl not be able to have a representative st the Sept 16 NRC meeting

5P,

“Higgins, Herb A. <Herb.A Higgins@rolls-royce.com>
Fiday, September 12, 2014 1:36 PM
Jersen, Sandra
Terry Bowling ~ IBA Pres
IBA Cominents for Sept 16 NRC
NRCS.24.doc

at Turkey Bun

However, the IBA would ke to make comments on several of the agenda items.
{And we greatly appreciate heing able to utilize you In this manner io volce our comments to the commission!)

rneciing minuies.
Respactfully,

Herb A Higgins

| are attaching a copy of our comments te the pertinent agenda Jtems and appreciate your {nclusior of these into the

Treasurer — ndiana Bowhunter Association
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FATURAL AGGOURCES LOMMISSIDH MEEDIG
Tinkex foh State Patk-Tuke) Run don
Los Reom
802 East Park foad
Narstell indisnz

Sepiemter 16,2004
€:30p.04. EDF{$.30 p.m, 10T

]
AOEN ﬂ
Apologies for the inabllity to have a representative in attendance: o

The Indiana Bowhnter Assoclaiton {IBA) appreciates the right granted through the NAC fo have input

on items of concern.
To that endeavor, the 1BA would like to make comment on the following tems:

DNG, DIVISION OF FISH AND WiLDLIFE

5. Renquestfor prefiminary adoption of amendments [o 312 IAC 3 governing
fishy and wildlife~cammercial ficenses and permits; Adminisirative Cause
Ho. 14-0960 {Baramfnad Relited Miteilale 1)

Agenda item #6:

Request for preliminsry aaption of simendments (o 312 IAC & governing fish and wildlife-
. coannereinl teenses and pevnffs; Administiutive Cause No. 14-096D
The topic of:

312 IAG.9-3-10: Requive commescial dedr processars to property dispose ol deet cacsasses by
incinersiton, taking ther fo o IaadfEll, or fnking the caressses to o readerng fcility. The DRR
hag secalved complaints segnedding the disposal practices of deer processors. My are not
regnlited or inspeciat by the health department or auy ofbier agedey and have 16 requiretsients
for how they dispose of deer enrcasses they handle. Additionably, e Board of Animal Health
(BOAH) inn 345 JAC 1-3-31 atiows peopls i move enicassos or patts of carcasses, including
heads, spliai cord and siunil intestine of cervidae taken L other states, fo commercial deer
processors fhat are registered by DNR. However, DR cuirenily hag nte requlrements on proger
disposal of those parts; euly tecord-keaphug requiretnents sefafive fo deer ihiat ara taken in to
ccese, This con cause problems if 3 disease suclt as CWE of Govize TB wonld show upin

The sub toplg of; Tdiwa’swild deer herd,

The 1BA supports these actions to ensure proper disposal and the desire to curh potentfal spread of
disease.
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212TAGC 9-10-4: Mokes he foliowing changes governing the prile Digeder Heense:

v Alfows pheasants rad quaitfud theiv 4ggs b bo fmported with sitbier a cenitficato of
veterinay inspeciion or National Foully Toprovement Plan (P} certificate. Thists
conslstent with BOAE's s in 345 FAC 1-3425, "fha sequireinent for @ cestificale of
veferoney inspection orenfes an additionn] burden and cost (o thoss who puschiase binds
Som out-ofsstpte, and U NP eertilicats demousérates that the braeder Is complinnt witlt
federal disemse-testing requiaiments,

»  Atlows the feuzo hefght fo be foss than 8 feet falf for exotic spectes o copvidio suehag
Fatlowr deer Hint are not known 1o ba abfe o fumy: over fences. Ti wonkd mateh ule
Jangungs it 345 JAC 2-7-3 toder the Deard of Animal Health (BOAFD. The cowvent rls
sequines an 8-fook il fence foroil specles of cervidass howirler, somie specles of sxolic
carvidne do not nead S-fool-talf fereas 10 stay contined, Fhe fence could be lesg than §
Tootttigh for lhesz spectes as long rs the femce still containg the aalngls (properly
aaintalved, ste).

« Dodiies ruls Iangnage fo riatch identificntlon anct disease fesling sequirersents already

Ialilsked In Tdfana Administmbive Code (343 IAC 27y under ths Boved of Aufinat
Healtl, The requitements for tagging of cervidag, onvolllng Ia BOAH's progrus nid
complying with Hielr discarc-testiug tequircotita was Intencled to allow DN o help

enforce tliose provistons k 345 TAC 247, However, BOAH alows species of deer fhat sre
ot susdeptie fo CWD Lo he evenpt fram theso coquivanients. Thess Inconsisioneies ae
craling additional complleations and cenfuston by Hose vz gossess Hese animals,

The sub topic of;

The IBA expresses congern on a lowered fence helght. This could atlow wild deer to enter the enclosure.

They might do this I search of food or in breading acthvity,
The IBA has concern arcund potetial dieseas spread via this possibility.

) WorwitlstearTing subsections (u) and {b), a person shail ayply for 2 coreidee breeder Jicense under 15fs
section ne aathorized RETC 14-22.30.5 oz a deparfmental for lo luwfbilty nequire aud possess cevvidag,
inciuding deer (all spacies), etic (Cenvs eanndensis), earibau (alf species), ntoash (Alces nices), or a fest
peneration hybridor penelicatly altered marmal of the corvidan Brerily hat is:

{&) privately-oivnad;

{2) legalty obtained;

3) bom in coptivity aud .

The sub topic of {4} possessed by a cervidas Hvesteckoperation in recordanee With 1C 14-22-20,5-2,

The 1BA expreses concern on the language. Explicity the use of {1} privately-owned. This varhiage has
been a point of contention with the trial judge in the Harrison County hearlng and shauld be removed to

sfiminate further mis-appropriatien
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8. Consideration of Department’s eport regarding petitions for changs of
pitfes filed with the Commission; Administrative Cause Nos, 12-2028, 13-

020D, 13-0520, 13-0790,13-142D, 13-1618, 14-038D ((Bﬁﬁlj!"g"ﬂmﬁ
W " F————

Agenda item #8:
Atlow bail to be used witen hnnting deer

The Depatinent has chosei ot fo pursue this segulatios change at this time, Cue mala coucent
is based on resenvelt out of Michigen that ing shown that allowing baiting for fhe catire seagor,
theugh contributing fo an increase fa sightings of eer; did not ircrense the hartest of deer. We
alse have coneerns segacding baiting venaturally congregating animals on individuals properties,
wihsiel has the abliléy ta discopt thei aafural movesnent patterns and soay offect other hunters
deer slghtings, Bven thoueh infectlous diseases sucl ag Chronic Wasting Disease bavenot beent
tatected i indlann. the practiee of baitlag ia In general & management practice that Is ot i the
Gest Inlerest of wildilfe. For these reasons, we aranof goingio be addressing the alfowance of

Sub topic: baiting duting the Innting senson zt this e,

The 1BA does not support any form of baiting use for the pursuit of deer,

Allow a spring sguiirel scason that stats in early Tuna (after tha spritse witd turkey seasol eids),

o from March 15 to Apsil 15,

Fhough a spring squirrel seasos, st in lnta Bay ta carty Tone, i3 biolugleally soud in avolding
the nesting perlod of tree squirrels in ndiana, and spring seaseny aze open in Keafucky,
Touislony, Tennesses, Texas, and Vitginia, little iformafion Is published on the effects a spring
squisvel usntiag senson has on other spectes, porticnlnrly grotnd pesting neo-trapieal migrant
tlrds and native ceptiles. ¥t & afso vakunown how this season wonid affect ollier spring
recrentfonists i Indlana.  Theve I3 also literature that contends ihat gray sgulrze] populations in
the northem mest porticn of the state may be i deckine, Given the usknowns listed above, an

Sub tople: expansion of the season wonld not be priedent without futher reseavclr,

The 1BA does not support a spring harvest without research data on population sustainability

Allgey the falt wild furkey firemm season fo e epien fiom Getober T ad end in tafe October

This petition wpréschis a signifieant Hberalization of the fall firearns season by more than

degbling ife days of gun bunting for wild tudkeys (31 dayy), The fll firearms portion of the fll

turkey season (12 dnys} genetaily acconnts for 70% of our fali hayvest. Siuce fall tkey hunting
Sub topic; 1s elther sex, fthag the potential {o coeate an ovetharyest situation, especlally with low sutumer

The IBA doas not support a spring larvest without research data on population sustainabllity
The IBA agaln sppreciates the abiilty to have its concems heard on matters of Indianas natural

fesources,

Respectfully;
Terry Bowlipg — Prasidant
Herb A Higgins - Treasurer




AGENDA ITEM #10

EXHIBIT C

Division of Fish and Wildlife Response

312 IAC 9-3-2 Licenses and general requirements for deer hunting

The statute that established the lifetime license (IC 14-22-12-7) was repealed in 2014,

Therefore, the references to this statute must indicate “before its repeal” in order to accurately
reflect the statutory authority used to issue those licenses. The lifetime licenses can still be used
as they were in the past.

Changes to the licensing system for hunting and fishing licenses are in the process, and retailers
will be able to check-in deer for hunters through a system similar to the current electronic
licensing system. This will eliminate the need for the DNR to have check station materials
printed and distributed, and save time entering information from hand-written log sheets to a
database. Hunters will be able to take their deer and wild turkeys to a physical check station, but
that check station will be required to use the electronic system to record the deer and turkeys that
are taken, instead of hand-writing the information in a book, giving out a metal tag, and shipping
the materials back to the DFW. This will not only save the state money, but it will also allow
harvest data to be available for law enforcement to view as soon as it is entered into the system,
instead of waiting until staff enter all of the information from the log sheets into a database.

312 TAC 9-3-3 Eguipment for Deer Hunting

Several years ago, the Division of Fish and Wildlife (DFW), along with conservation partners,
developed an Indiana Deer management Strategy that focused deer herd reduction in a
strategically targeted manner to more adequately balance ecological, recreational and economic
needs of the citizens of Indiana. The primary methods used by DFW to manage the deer herd
include hunting season dates, number of hunting opportunity days, bag limits and associated
hunter harvest of antlerless deer, particularly those taken through county and urban deer zone
(proposed deer reduction zone) antlerless quotas. The DFW believes that allowing the use of
center-fire rifles would not increase deer harvest or reduce the size of the deer herd.

The Division of Law Enforcement surveyed other states to determine whether or not center-fire
rifles were allowed to be used for deer hunting and if so, if there was an increase in accidents
related to hunting with a rifle versus hunting with a shotgun, muzzleloader, or handgun. No state
surveyed mentioned safety as a reason to not allow the use of center-fire rifles. Most often,
increased harvest was the reason cited for disallowing their use. Based on the survey from other
states and hunter accident statistics with the rifles currently used in Indiana, the Division of Law
Enforcement indicated that there was not a concern for safety if center-fire rifles were allowed to
be used for deer hunting. Therefore, the DFW believes this to be a social issue.

On a regular basis, the Division of Fish and Wildlife (DFW) has received public comment
requesting that additional rifle cartridges be allowed for deer hunting in Indiana, and the Natural
Resources Commission received two petitions requesting the use of center-fire rifles. Therefore,
in response to public and legislative inquiries, DFW proposed rule amendments to the Natural
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Resources Commission (NRC) that would legalize additional rifle cartridge sizes and thereby
allow for additional center-fire rifles to be used while deer hunting,

Public comments were received both in opposition and in support of the proposal to allow the
additional rifle cartridges, including those that are considered to be high-powered.

A large number of comments were in opposition to the proposal for reasons that include:
¢ public safety (particularly with the flat topography in the central and northern part of the
state);
¢ potential reduced hunter access with landowners or towns/cities further restricting the
use of firearms because of increased concerns about safety;
» amount of equipment that is already legal to use to take deer; and
» deer over-harvest.
Comments from supporters included:
¢ these rifles are allowed in other states and therefore, should be allowed in Indiana;
o theserifles are allowed in Indiana already for coyotes, groundhogs, and some other
species of animals;
» certain parts of the state have the topography that eliminates the main safety concerns;
¢ rifles are easy for youth and women to use; or
s need to restrict magazine restrictions/have an upper size limit/allow only in certain parts
of the state.

The DFW surmised from all of the comments that while many people are interested in using
these center-fire rifles, we found out that many people are not interested and strongly oppose

their use. Therefore, the DF'W does not recommend approval of this proposed change.

312 IAC 9-3-4 Deer season dates and bag limits

Adding or removing deer-reduction zones on an annual basis would give the DFW more
flexibility to address deer density conflicts and to respond to disease threats more quickly. The
DFW is attempting to be proactive in addressing problems associated with high deer densities
and potential disease issues that might arise in the future. Deer densities are increasing in a
number of communities that don’t necessarily meet the typical definition of an urban landscape.
In addition, the DFW cannot predict where a serious deer issue will occur. By removing the
words “urban deer zone” and changing it to a “deer reduction zone”, allowing firearms to be
used (where allowed by local ordinance), and increasing the number of deer that can be taken in
these zones, communities will have greater flexibility to address deer densities in areas that
cannot support large numbers of hunters. By determining these deer reduction zones on an
annual basis, the DFW feels that zones can be adjusted annually to focus deer harvest in a more
strategic and targeted manner.

The deer reduction zones that are planned include: (1) Evansville Zone, (2) Lafayette Zone, (3)
Indianapolis Zone (All of Marion County) and portions of Johnson, Hendricks, Boone, and
Hamilton Counties, (4) Allen County Zone (primarily Ft. Wayne), (5) Lake County Zone {not all
of the county), and (6) Porter County (not all of the county).

312 IAC 9-3-12 Foxes. covotes, and skunks
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The DFW is requesting to remove the proposed change that would eliminate the requirement of
getting written permission from a landowner to take coyotes on another person’s land at any time
of year. Written permission is required by state law (IC 14-22-6-12), and public comments were
received in support of the written permission requirement.

312 TAC 9-3-15 Nuisance wild animals

The DFW believes that a landowner or tenant should be able to authorize a friend, relative, or
other individual in writing to be able to take one of these nuisance wild animals for them without
a permit, as long as there is no compensation of any kind. This may affect some nuisance wild
animal control businesses, but some individuals that do not have the money to hire someone to
do this work for them may have a relative or friend that could do this for them at no charge.
Additionally, it would save the landowner or tenant time if the person helping them did not have
to get a permit to help in an emergency situation.

312 IAC 9-3-16 Cottontail rabbits

The proposed change for cottontail rabbits only establishes a limit on hunting hours during the
month of February on certain DNR properties to protect wildlife populations during this time of
year, These areas already receive a tremendous amount of pressure so this is a move to help
alleviate some of this pressure during a period of intense environmental stress. It does not
change the rabbit season, but it does create hunting hours to avoid further stressing wildlife
populations by disrupting them during a critical period after months of pressure. It is believed
that this will help manage for sustainable wildlife populations. Comments were received that did
not support any rabbit hunting during the month of February in order to help protect the rabbit
population which appeared to be related to the February season state wide rather than this
specific proposal on certain DNR properties.

312 IAC 9-3-18.6 Wild pigs

The DFW believes that dogs should not be able to be used to take wild pigs because it will help
prevent wild pigs from being pushed into new areas when being chased by dogs. The DFW
allows wild pigs to be taken at any time of year in an effort to help eliminate the population in
the State of Indiana, and this change would help prevent their spread into new areas where they
can cause additional damage to property. Illinois, Kansas, and Tennessee have already
prohibited the use of dogs for hunting wild pigs.

312 IAC 9-4-10 Ruffed grouse

The DFW cannot support a season for ruffed grouse when the grouse population is projected to
drop below “viable population levels” within the next couple of years in portions of its existing
range in south central Indiana. Annual roadside surveys continue to find little or no presence of
ruffed grouse in many stops along control routes. No drumming male ruffed grouse were heard
on the 14 roadside survey routes (15 stops/routes) during the 2013 survey period and only one
grouse has been heard on these routes in four years. The five-year (2009-2013) mean drumming
index for the control routes was less than 0.01 drummers per stop (about 1 drummer heard every
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190 stops), which is less than I percent of levels recorded during the peak years of 1979-81. For
the eighth consecutive year, no drumming activity centers were located on the Maumee Grouse
Study Area where population monitoring began in the early 1960s. Advancement of forest
succession (maturity) is a major reason for decline of the ruffed grouse. Prospects for a
population recovery are dismal and extirpation seems possible if the season is not closed. The
DNR is required by law to manage, conserve, and protect wild animal populations for present
and future generations and without this closure, the DFW believes that ruffed grouse will be
extirpated from the State of Indiana.

312 JIAC 9-5-6 Collection and possession of reptiles and amphibians native to Indiana

The proposed changes establish a season for eastern snapping turtles, smooth softshell, and spiny
softshell turtles from July 1 through March 31 of the following year, reduces the daily bag limit
to four per species per day for these turtles, and requires the carapace length of these species of
turtles to be at least twelve (12) inches in length to be taken from the wild.

Turtle populations are under pressure worldwide, with forty-one (41%) percent of recognized
species currently threatened with extinction and at feast 8 species extirpated, according to the
International Union of Conservation Nature and Natural Resources Red List. Habitat destruction
and capture for the pet and food trades remain the top reasons for this continuing decline. Road
mortality and high populations of native predators (such as raccoons) also increase pressure on
turtle populations. International trade data demonstrate that, as Asian turtle species disappear
from overharvest, American species such as these are being increasingly exported to fill the
demands of Asian markets. Mounting evidence indicates long-lived organisms like turtles cannot
sustain continuous harvest of reproductive females without population declines. Given these
factors, the current season, bag limit and possession limit for Eastern snapping turtles and
softshell turtles in Indiana are believed to be unsustainable and will result in population declines.
The commercial use (sale) of these species is already prohibited in 312 TAC 9-5-7,

312 TAC 9-7-4 Muskellunge and tiger muskellunge

Lake Webster, along with its interconnected waters (known as Backwater Lake and Kiser Lake),
is Indiana’s broodstock source for capturing adult Muskellunge and procuring eggs to support
the DFW’s statewide Muskie stocking program. Adult muskie catch rates declined sharply in at
Webster Lake in spring 2015, and some evidence suggests fewer young muskies are surviving
due to a variety of possible factors. Muskie fishing in Indiana depends entirely on stocking,.
Increasing the minimum size limit to 44 inches could help alleviate the effects of a potential
decline in muskie recruitment. By maintaining Muskellunge populations on these lakes, anglers
will continue to fish at these locations for these species and have “trophy” muskies to fish for.
The DFW does not believe that this increase in the muskie size limit will impact fishing for other
species in these three lakes.

312 JAC 9-7-10 Sunfish

Public comments were received both in support and in opposition to this proposal to establish a
daily bag limit of 25 sunfish per day per person. A number of comments were received that
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expressed concerns about vacations, such as week-long fishing trips, in which the individual
would only be able to keep 50 bluegill (combined with other species of sunfish) because of the
possession limit (two times the daily bag limit) that would apply. The possession limit rule in
312 IAC 9-2-8 applies to temporary or transient lodging, such as cabins and campgrounds, but it
does not apply when the wild animal (such as bluegill) is processed and stored at an individual’s
primary residence. Therefore, individuals have stated that they would no longer take fishing
trips to some state parks and other locations to fish if this proposal were to pass as is curtently
proposed. Therefore, because of the economic impact, the DFW is requesting to not give this rule
change final adoption. The DFW plans to propose a similar change in the future with changes to
the possession limit rule at the same time in order to address these concerns but still provide
protection for the resource,

312 IAC 9-7-12 Walleve: sauger: saugeve

Public comments were received in support of the proposed new sixteen (16) inch size limit for
public waters north of State Road 26. The DFW would like to modify the language in (c) so that
the sixteen (16) inch size limit applies to the St. Joseph River and Elkhart River in St. Joseph and
Elkhart Counties as well. It will be much simpler for anglers to know the size limit when they
are fishing this area if the minimum size limit is the same throughout the entire stretch of the
river. The public comments indicated that they assumed that these rivers were included in the
new proposed size limit, and since they are north of St. Rd. 26, it would make the rule simpler
and easier to enforce to include them. Exceptions to a 16-inch minimum size limit would
include lakes with documented slow growth of walleye or other special regulatory needs. The
rest of Indiana’s public waters (except the Ohio River) would remain regulated by a 14-inch
walleye size limit.

Proposed change for 312 TAC 9-7-12(c):

(c) An individual must not take or possess a walleye froms

. Y )
. . . .
Q 1 o 1, % 1y = atal= o o oy 1 s fo
H iy - s

Eikhart Countysor
) Lake George in Steuben County unless the walleye is at least fifteen (15) inches
long.




